
PKltPlJiRTHR-S EIGHTH *R T Y 
Unite''’ States my 
Office of the Staff Judge Advocate 


Yokohama,. Japan 
. . 27 January 1949 

UNITED STATES OF ’’ERICA VS TATSUFIKO FURUYA 
UNITED STATES OF AT'ERICA VS TO'AEZO H 'MY "ORI 
. UKITBP STATES OF A'ERICA VS 'FIR’. OT ’FI 
UNITED STATES OF .7 ERICA VS TAKEO JWWKRD 
UNITED STATES OF A? ERICA VS AASAJI YRIA’OTO 
UNITED STATES OF A? ERICA VS SHUJI YORITSUNE 


1. The attache-’ record of trial by canon tri*l of TAteuhiko FURUYA, 
Tomizo HANAA'ORI,- Acirr. OTAKI, Taken KAE'J-t/RU, Masaji YALTA tOTO and Shuji 
YORITSUNE at Yokohama, Japan, tried from 23 September -1948 to 30 September 
1948 to 30 Sent amber 1948'by a. “ilitary Commission aneointecl by paragraph 
1, Special Orders No. 215, Headquarters Eighth -Army,'United States A.rmv, 
dated 22 September 1948, as amended by p-mgr-oh 3, Special Orders Mo/ 

216, Headquarters Eighth ray. United States Amy, dated 23 September 194S, 
having been, referred to the Staff Judge ’dvocate, this review thereof is 
submitted to the Cbrrr.n r ’ing General. 


Fersanal Da ta Co nce rning Ac cused 


M/'Et T'tsuhiko FUEUY' 

AGE: 29 

RESIDENCE: Hyogo ’An, ioishi, 
Aioi,. Famicho, 2 Chome 2900-1 
'URIT’L STATUS: ?'arricd • 
RELATIVES: Father,, mother, 
brother, 2 sisters, 1 child. 
EDUCATION: 6 years primary school 
5 years Tottori Commercial 
school 

• VOC.'.TIOM: Ac count ant 
’ HIT ART CAREER: In’acted into 
Army 1 ’larch 1941, served until 
the end of the war, attaining 
thnk of Sg t. "a,j or. 


D'TE OF CONFINEMENT: 22 '-arch 
1948 

DATE 07 '.RR’IGNENT: 23 Sontember 
1948 

PLACE OF TRIAL,: Yokohama, Jr nan 
PERIOD OF TRIAX: 23 to 30 
September 1948 

DATS OF SENTENCE: 30 Scpte.mber 
1948 

SENTENCE: CHL for 20 years 
CLS’ENCY RECO’? TENDED BY 
' CO’^ XSSI ON: No 


NATE: Tamizo MAYOR I 
AGE: 38 . 

RESIDENCE: ' Osaka Fu, Yro Shi 
Ryuge Cho, Kamei No. 332 
MARITAL STATUS: Single . 

RELATIVES: Father, mother 
brother, 2 sisters. 

EDUCA.TICN: 6 years 
VOCATION: Tinsmith 
’TtLIT.TRN CAREER: Entered 'rmy 
28 July 1937 , was -’ischarged 
5 December 1939* "tta.in’ed 
r ank of PFC.__ _ ^ 

■NATE: Akira OTAKI 
AGE; 34 

RESIDENCE: Osaka Shi, Abeno Xu, 
Abenosuji 5 Chome No, 66 
MARITAL STATUS: ’Tarried- ' 
RSIATIVES: “other, brother, sister 


DATE OF CONFINE’TENT: 19 larch 

1948 

DATS OF ARRAIGN'ENT: 23 September 
1948 

LLACE OF TRIAL: Yokohama, Jaoan . 
PERIOD OF TRIAL: 23 to 30 
September 1948 

D’TE~ OF SENTENCE: 30 September 
1948 ' 

SENTENCE: CHL for 12 years 
CLE’TENCY. RSCO’ r T.NDED BY 
CO’’MISSION: No 


D’TE'OF COT’FII’ET’ENT: 19 March 
1948 

DATE QF APR'IGF HIT; 23 September 
' 1948; 

PLACE OF TRIAL: Yokohama, Japan 
PERIOD OF TRILL: 23 to 30 Sent 48 
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EDUCATION: . 8 years " •' 

VOCATION-: ' Photographer, and 
box maker 

MILITA Y, 'CAREER: Entered Amy 
1 December 1938, fcs discharged 
24 April 1941., Attained rank 
of PFC 



DATE ■ OF SENTENCE: 30 Scntcibcr 
1948 

SENTENCE: CHI, for 5 years 
CLE'ENCV EEC O'" 'ENDED BY 
CO’"'-'IS SION: No 



WMz Tnkeo KAN^AKU- 
ACE: 34 

RESIDENCEi Kyoto Fu, Kyoto Shi, 
Ulcyo Ku, Kamikntsurr, 

Morikrrai Cho, No. 4 
IARITAI STATUS: Married'- 
RELATIVES: Author,- 2 brothers, 

3 children 

EDUCATION: 7 years . 

VOCATION: Factory hand 
MILITARY CAREER: 'Entered Army 
1 December 1935, its dis¬ 
charged 10 September 1939. . 
Attained rank of superior 
private. 


DATE OF CONFINE ENT: 19 March 
1948 

DATE OF ARRAIGNMENT: 23 September 
1948 

PIACE OF TRIAL: Yokohama, Japan 
PERIOD OF TRI'I: 23 to 30 

September 1948 

DATE OF SENTENCE: 30 September 
1948 

SENTENCE: CHL for. 7 years 
CIE'^NCY RECO'TENDED BY 
CO'A'ISSION: No 


NAAE: Kasaji YAA KYOTO 
AGE: 28 ■ 

RESIDENCE:- ' Osaka Shi, Ikuno 
Ku, Ikaino Nishi Itchome 
No. 31 ■ 

MARITAL STATUS: Single * 
RELATIVES: Father, mother, 

2 brothers 
EDUCATION: 8 years 
VOCACTION: Factory odfico em¬ 
ployee 

MILITARY CARREER: ' Inducted into 
Army 10 Jan 1942, discharged 
10 April 1943, attained rank 
of'P?C 


DATE OF CONFINEMENT: 19 March . 
1948 

DATE OF 'ERAIGMENT: 23 Seotombor 
1948 . 

PIACE OF TRIAL: ’ Yokohama., J^man 
PERIOD OF TRIAL: 23 to 30 
September 1948 

DATE OF SENTENCE: 30 Seotombor 
1948 

SENTENCE: CHL for 4 years 
CLEMENCY RECOM ENDED BY 
COMISSION: No 


NAME: Shuii YORITSUNE 
AGE: 29 

RESIDENCE: Okayama Ken, Tsukubo 
Gun, Misu "Aura, Oaza ’Msu 1260 
MARITAL STATUS: !Carried 

RELATIVES: Mother, 1 child 
EDUCATION: 8 years 
VOC.ATION: Cotton yarn insoector • 
miT’RY CAREER: Inducted into ' 
Army 1 December 1939, tvas 
discharged 6 June 1942, at¬ 
tained rank of PFC. 


DATE OF CONFINEMENT: 16 'arch 
1948 

DATE OF ARRAIGNMENT: 23 September 

1948 

PIACE OF TRIAX: Yokohama, Japan 
PERIOD OF TRIAL: 23 to 30 
September 1948 

DA.TE OF SENTENCE: 30 Sent ember 
1948 

'SENTENCE: CHL for 2£ years 
■ CI.E’ENCY R 3COM ENDED BY 
COMMISSION: No 


2. Synopsis of Charges, Pleas, Findings and Legal Sufficiency: 

• ' . * . V - . 
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Charges and Specifications 


Pleas 


^Legally 

■Sustained 


FURUYA 

Charge: Accused, during a time NC 

of war between the United States 
of America, its Allies and De¬ 
pendencies, and Japan, did vio¬ 
late the Laws and Customs of 
T,r nr . • 

Sp 1: On or about 6 June 1945, M 

accused, with others, did will¬ 
fully and unlawfully mistreat 
Lance-Sergeant ’'alter "ilfrid 
Stringer and Signal-man Bruce 
Shirriff, Australian prisoners of war, 
by beating, kicking'and other¬ 
wise torturing;them, 

Sp 2: In or about February or N( 

March 1945* accused did willfully 
and unlawfully mistreat Private 1 
Richens Charles Steward Abraham, 
an ‘.ustralian prisoner of -war, 
by beating and otherwise abus¬ 
ing him. 

Sp 3: In or about December 1944 N( 
or Januaryl945, accused did 
willfully and unlawfully mis¬ 
treat Private Denton and other 
members of the camp concert 
party, all British prisoners 
of wax, by beating and other¬ 
wise torturing them. 

Sp 4: In or about February 1945 > N 

accused did willfully and unlaw¬ 
fully mistreat Lieutenant John 
George-Fuller and Lieutenant Brian 
Gordon,■Australian prisoners of 
war, by severely beating them, 

Sp 5: In or about January or" N 

February 1945, accused did will¬ 
fully and unlawfully mistreat 
Private J. ’Bason, an Australian 
prisonersof war, by severely 
beating him. 

Sp 6: In or about June 1945, N 

accused did willfully and unlaw¬ 
fully mistreat Sergeant-Major.’ 

Barron, a British prisoner of 
war, by beating and otherwise 
torturing him. 

Sp 7: On numerous occasions N 

the accused did •willfully'-andy 
unlawfully mistreat numerous' 

American .and Allied prisoners 
of war not specifically referred 
to in any previous specification 
by beating and otherwise abusing 
them. 


except the words 
"and otherwise 
.torturing." Of 
the excepted words, 
NG 


(u. 3 of, .23, Faniya et al. Case No. 352) 
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HAKT.'tORI 

Charge: Accused, during r time NG 
of war between the United .States 
of America; '* its Allies-rind De¬ 
pendencies, and Japan, did vio¬ 
late the Laws and Customs of ’’Jar. 

Sp 1;, On or about 6" June 1945, NG 
accused,, with others, did will¬ 
fully and unlawfully mistreat , 
Lance-Sergeant ’falter ’"ilfrid 
Stringer and Signalman Bruce Shir- 
riff, Australian prisoners of 
war, by beating, kicking,•and 
otherwise torturing them. ' 

Sp 2: In or about December 1944 KG 
accused did willfully and’unlaw¬ 
fully mistreat one Kramer, a 
^utch prisoner of war, by beat¬ 
ing, kicking and otherwise 
abusiiig him. 

Sp 3: In or about "arch 1944> NG 
accused did willfully and un¬ 
lawfully mistreat Staff-Sergeant 
Reginald Thomas Knva.na.gh, an 
Australian prisoner of war, by 
beating and othervdse abusin'? 
him. 

Sp 4* In or about November 1943, NG 
accused did tillfuly and unlaw¬ 
fully mistreat Lance-Corporal 
Jennings, a British prisoner of 
war, by beating and otherv/isc 

abusing him* 

, . » 

Sp 5: On numerous occasions, NG 

accused did wi llfully and unlaw¬ 
fully mistreat numerous American' ’ 
and ‘Hied prisoners of war not 
specifically referred to in any 
previous specification by beating, 
kickin'" and otherwise abusing 
them. 

. OTAKI 


Charge.: Accused, during a time NG 
•of War between the United Stales 
of America; its 'Hies and De- 
pendencies, and Japan, 'Id violate 
the Laws and Customs of ’Aar, 

Sp 1: On or about 6'June 1945, NG 
accused, with others, did.will— _ 
fully'and unlawfully mistreat Lance- 
Sergeant Walter Wilfred Stringer and 
Signalman Bruce Shirriff, AUstra-- 
Han .prisoners - of -war,-by beating, 
kicking and othertri.se torturing 
them. - 


(p. 4 of, 23. /fftrttiya et al. Case No. 352) 
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Sp 2: On several occasions NO 

in. or about 'ny 1944, accused’ 
did willfully and unlawfully 
mistreat a number of unidenti-- 
fied American prisoners of war 
bp beating than. 

Sp 3: In or about Arpil or NO 

?5ny 1944, accused did will¬ 
fully and unlawfully' mistreat 
Corporal Robert Bell, an Allied 
prisoner of war, by beating 
him. 

Sp 4^ In or about the middle NO 
of 1944, accused did villfully 
and unlawfully -mistreat Iieuten- . 
ant Colonel Franklin A. Fliniau, 
an,American prisoner of war, and 
Lieutenant John:.George '■Fuller, an 
Australian prisoner of war, by 
slapping them. ' 

Sp 5 : On several occasions in NG 
or about the year 1944, ac¬ 
cused. did willfully and unlaw¬ 
fully mistreat lieutenant John 
George Fuller and Lieutenant 
Brian Gordon', Australian pris¬ 
oners of war, by beating them* 

Sn 6: • In or about June 1945, NO 
accused did willfully and unlaw¬ 
fully'mistreat Private Russell 
Dixon,* an Australina prisoner 
of vipt, by beating him. 



No 


NG 



"es 


NG 


\ 

NG 


So 7; On numerous occasions 
during the years 19/(4 and 1945, 
accused did willfully and unlaw¬ 
fully mistreat numerous' American 
andVilied prisoners of var not 
specifically referred, to in. any 
previous specification by beating 
and otherwise abusin" them. 


NO 


KANA’ARU 


Charge! Accused, during a time 
of war between the United St"tes 
of America.i. its Hies and De¬ 
pendencies, and Japan, did violate 
the Laws and Customs, of r ar. 


NC- 


Sp i: On or about 6' June 1945, 
accused, with others, -’id will¬ 
fully and unlawfully mistreat 
Lance-Sergeant ’"alter ~Y.lfrid 
Stringer and Signalman Bruce 
Shirriff, .Australian oris oners 
of war, by beating, kicking'and 
otherwise torturing them.' 


NO 


Sp 2: In or about February or 
karch 1944, accused did will- 


NO 


Yes 


0 


Yes 


'es 


0 


Yes 
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fully ?nd unlawfully mistreat' 
Lieutenfnt John '"•oor.ge Fuller, 
an. Australian prisoner-of - war, 
by.boating.and otherwise abusing 
hist. 

sp 3: In or shout- 'April or Mhy ' 
1944, accused did willfully and. • 
unlawfully mistreat lieutenant * 
Baird, gn /Hied prisoner of war, 
by beating him. 

•Sp 4; . In or about May 1944, 
accused did willfully and 
unlawfully mistreat three un¬ 
identified Australian prisoners 
of war by beating them. 

Sp 5: In or about June 1945, 
accused did willfully and. un- '• 
lawfully mistreat Private 
Robert Henry Oardiner and 
Private Henning,' Australian 
prisoners of war, by beating 
them. 

Sp 6: ..On numerous occasions ' 
during the years 1944 and 1945, 
accused did will fuller and Uri- 
1awfully mistreat numerous 
American and 'llied. prisoners 
of war not specifically referred 
to in any previous specification 
by beating and otherwise abusing 
them. 

t/jaaoto 

Charge: .Accused, during a time 
of war between the United States 
of America^ its 'Hies and De¬ 
pendencies, and Japan, did vio¬ 
late the• Laws and. Customs of 

• T ”ar. 


Sp 1: That on or about 6 June 
1945, accused, with others, . 
did willfully and unlawfully 0 

mistreat Lance-Sergeant '"alter 
,-: ilfrid. Stringer and. Signalman 
’Druce Shirr iff, Australian a 
prisoners of 'war, by beating, 
kicking amd otherwise torturing 
them. 

Sp 2: On numerous occasions 
the accused did v.dllfully and 
unlawfully mistreat numerous 
American and Allied prisoners 
of war not specifically rep 
ferred to in any previous 
specific-tion by beating and 
otherwise abusing them. 


(p,. 6 of, 23 , Furuya et’ al. Case No. 352) 
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Charge:, * c-cus ed,. d urine a, -tine NG 

of war between the United States 
of America,. its AL-lieg and De¬ 
pendencies, and ; Japan,. did vio¬ 
late the Laws and Customs of VT ar. 

• Sp 1: In or about June 1944 NG 
accused did willfully and unlaw¬ 
fully mistreat Private ?'orris, • 
an Anericferi prisoner of war, 
by beating him. 

Sp 2: In or-about duly 1944, NG 
accused di" 5 - willfully and unlaw¬ 
fully mistreat throe unidentified 
Australian prisoners of war by 
beating then, 

-v 

Sp 3: On numerous occasions, NG 
the accusod- did willfully and 
unlawfully mistreat numerous 
American and Allied prisoners 
of war not specifically roferred 
to in any previous specification 
by beating and otherwise abusing 
then. 


3,. Summary of the Lvi^cnce 
a,. For the Prosecution 


Gene ral? The locations of the offenses alleged herein were 
in and about Kobe ’Y.sc Oop, a prisoner of wrr camp in. the Osaka Aren, and 
Kawasaki Camp., From these camps the prisoners of war were dispatched to 
nineteen “different working areas, returning-to the camps at the completion 
of the dayis work. 

The accused were identified by means of individual photographs 
and a group'photograph attached to the original affidavit and shown to the 
faembers of the Commission, at the time of introduction. There were not suf¬ 
ficient copies of these photographs to provide one with each exhibit for' 
the record. In"lieu thereof md. with concurrence of the defense counsel, 
a certificate by the -rosecution was attached to each exhibit in nlaco of 
■the photograph—said certificate stating: (1) That the photographs referred 
to in the prosecution ’ootrment above referre-’ to arc attached to the original 
document; (2) That before the said document wr.s tendered to the Commission, 
the said original with photographs attache’ was inspected by counsel for the 
defense; ( 3 ) That before .the said document was admitted in evidence the 
said original with -'hotograrhs attached 'was inspected by each member of the 
Commission; (4) That the Commission 'has been informed that Copies of the 
said photographs for attachment to the record are not available,. 

(1). The accused FUPJTYA was identified from photographs 174 
and. 174-A as a Sergeant ?".a. t ior in the Japanese 'ray, who served as a. soldier 
at Kobe Branch Camp and Khwa.sa.ki Camp... His nickname was "The Pay Sergeant". 

(Sx 29, 32 ) (2)., The accused HAKAIdCBI was identified from photographs 173 

and 173-A an-' 1 a group Photograph (Ex 1) as a. civilian guard who served at 
Kobe Ba.se Camp arid KatVa.sa.ki Campi. 'His rtickprae was "Horscface"., (Ex. 1, 2, 

7, 9, 10, 11," 12, 13, 14, 17). (3).’ The accused' OTAKI was identified from • , 

(p, 7. of, 23 , Furuya ot a.l, Case No'. 352) 
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photographs 171 an:'. 171-^ ana- a group photograph,(Ex 1) as a civilian guard 
who served at Kobe- Base Camp- airV Kawasaki Camp. His nickname was "George 
Formby". (Ex 1, 3, 3, 9, 10,. 11,- 12, 14, IS, 22). (4) The accused'- IGNAKjRU 

was identified from photographs 175 and 175-4 and group photograph (Ex 1) as 
a civilian guard "fee served at Kobe-Ba.se Camp- and.-Kawasaki Camp. Fis nick¬ 
name was "Gentleman Jim". (Ex 1, 4, S-, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 18, 22). (5) The. 

accused YAJttJIOTO • was- identified from photographs 170 and ~roup photo-ara.ph 
(Ex l) as a civilian ■'•uard -who served.*rt Kobe Base Camp and Kawasaki Camp. 

His nickname v:?.s "Betty Boon". (Ex 1, 5, 6, 7, 3, 9, io, 12, 13, 14, 18*, 

22). (6) The accused Y0RIT3UNE was identified from.photograph 172 and 172-4 

and group photograph (Ex 1) as a. civilian guard who served at Kobe Base-iGswp and 
Kawasaki Camp.- His nickname was "The Smilcr". (Ex 1, 5, 9, 10, 12, 16, 21,' 

22, 23, 29, 33, 34, 36). 

• Tatsuhiko FURUrm. 

As- to Spe cifica tion 1.(F uruya) : In or about 6 June 1945 at 
Kawasaki Camp, Furuya, together with the accused, Hanamori, Otaki, Kanama.ru 
and Yamamoto, beat and tortured two Australian prisoners of war by the names 
of Stringer ana Shirriff for getting some bowls for themselves and their 
section from a small room behind the kitchen. The implements used in the 
beating were sword scabbards, thick timber, an- 1 sticks. -The boatings 
v/erc of such violence that the victims became unconscious. Their hands 
were tied behind thorn '■n’ they wore strun*: u r from the branch of a trees 
until their feet wore barely able to touch the -round. Their boatings and 
torture covered a perio-’ of over half-a day. (Ex 7, 8, 9, 1C, 11, 12, 13, 

14, 15, 17, 13, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25). 

4s to -Spe cificat ion 2 (Fu ruya) ; In or about ’'arch 1945, Furuya. 
beat F' T ibraham after having recused him of looking through the window of 
the prison-'building after - bombing rai*’ by the allies on the Kobe docks. 

Ke was -beaten on the head with a hard rood stick, knocking him unconscious. 

The beating laste^, in all, 2| hours and as a result of the beating, Abraham 

was sick, sore and helmless for four davs and received no medical attention. 

(Ex 26, 27, 29, 33). 

i . 

■s to Specif ication 3.(F uruya): In or about January 1945, 

Furuya beat F T ' T Denton ’it,h an iron rod when he became incensed at a. play 
given by the F' T, s. Denton was beaten, together- with other performers in 
the plajr. The beatin- of Denton was so severe that he became unconscious. 

(Ex .15, 26).. 

*s to -Sp ecif icat ion 4 ( F uruya) : In or about January or 
February 1945, Furuya attacked and. beat lieutenants Gordon and Fuller at 
roll call. The bestin* of Gordon was narticularl. ,r severe. 4 stick, which 
was of heavy hard wood, was broken over him. Lieutenant Fuller was beaten 
about the same tire. His beatin 1- was verm severe and painful in the extreme. 

It was weeks before the bruises left him. (Ex 29, 32). 

On another occasion, lieutenant duller was made to stand in 
front of the guardhouse, thinly clad on a bitter winter day, for nine hours 
for having in his possession a small bottle of v.'hale oil. In the evening, 
a.t about 8:00 o'clock, while• standing in front of the guardhouse, Furuya 
came up and viciously beat him wit-- a stick. Fuller vr&s viciously gabbed 
•by Furuya, resultin'* in a varicocele, which resulted in a great deal of 
discomfort in subsequent months. (Ex 32). 

» • 

As_ to Spec j-fication 5 (Furuya) : In or about February 1945, 

Furuya order P’" Eason, to stand at attention and salute him. \*ason di'" not 
bow correctly -so Furuya began beating him with a thick wooden sword. As a 
• result of a beating of ly hours, Yason lost consciousness. As -a result of 
the*beating, "ason sustained a fractured left arm,-a badly swollen ri ht 
arm, bruised ribs .and thighs, (Sx 31). 4 

* (o. 8 of, 23 Furuya et al,.Case ?’o. 352) 
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n 4 . t. • On another^occasion,;. in April 19.45, 'Furuya ‘caught FT's' ?feson and 
Graf! talking ^tor roll call.. Ho dragged them-down, the steps and beat them 
v.ath a club'shaped like a sword.,. ....The ..beating continued for- one-dialf hour and 
as.a result, their arm,s were puffed>up like footballs. (Ex 10, 15, 29, 30), 

„ '. Sp oc^flcption 6 (Furuya.) : The : day following the boating 

of Stringer and. snirriff (Specification 1), which occurred in about June 1945 
Furuya beat Barron with his fists for about. 15 minutes and hung him in the’ 
same manner from the same .limb that he had huna Stringer and S^irriff , (E^' 15) 

/• s to S-.-clfication 7 (Furuya) : In or about Fc.y 1945 , Furuya. 
beat F’ Haughton for whispering, to.his neighbor immediately after completion 
of roll call. P Laughton : was beaten until he was no longer able to stand 
on his feet, then he .was kicked and pushed down the stairs'. (Ex 7 ) Furuva 
figured in many bashings and acts of brutality. (Ex 12) F' T Boys, together 
with about 30 other prisoners, were beaten by Furuya for some reason un¬ 
known to them. P r Boys'-.Wcis beaten for'an hour with pick handles -nd then 
he and tho rest oj. tac prisoners were forced to stand at attention for about 
three ihouip^ vlitft. their hands above their heads and every time they let their 
hands come dowrt, t-hoy were boltudy 'They wore jna.de to. bend forward so that 
they - could be beaten on the back. • (Ex 3.4) Furuya beat and kicked many men, 

(Ex 20) Furuya, together with other guards, was responsible, on several 
occasions, for severe bashings and brutal treatment of FI's. Furuya partic¬ 
ularly had a dislike for ‘ustralian soldiers and. consequently treated thorn 
very badly. (Ex 24) Furuya beat another F‘ T named FcDougall for being- 
caught-in the kitchen without permission. As a result of said beating 
HcDougall's arm was broken, (Ex 30, 34 ). 

Furuya was probably one of'the worst sadists in Japan. He 
dealt out many terrible floggings to both officers and men alike during 
his reign of terror at Kobe House. One man had his ear badly torn in a., 
flogging by Furuya; any number of men were beaten unconscious by him; he 
was one of the most vicious and brutal of Japanese. (Ex 32) Furuya was 
accustomed to bcatyn^ F -r 's without provocation. (Ex 35) Furuya stood up 
F r -fount -in front of the .'guardhouse and belted him with’ wooden shoes about 
the face and head. (Ex 36) 'At Kobe House, during 1944, Furuya, after 
beating F' r, s would .make-them, kneel on the concrete with a piece of bamboo 
behind.their knees until they lost the circulation.of and all the powor 
in their legs. This form of torture happened duito often. (Ex 3 B), 

•' ‘ Tomlio HAN—OFI : 

As t o 3'occi.fic^tion 1 (Hanamori) : See Specification 1 (Puru^a), 

As to Spe cifi cation 2 (Hanamori) : In or about the year 1944, at 

Kawasaki Camp, Hanamori beat a. Dutch V." by the name of Kramer for leaving his 
overcoat in the train when he was, returning from work. He was beaten with a 
fifle butt and fists and was-ieft unconscious on the ground and was taken to 
the hospital by fellow prisoners. Kramer's face was unrecognizable and was 
'split from the eyes to the lower jaw. (Ex 8 , 40). 

As to Specification 3 (Hanamori) : In early 1944, at Kosen Rail¬ 
road Station, near Kobe, Japan, the accused hit F' T Kavanagh with his rifle 

and knocked him down because ICavanaghk was late in catching up with the work 
squad, "’hen two officers intervened on behalf of Kavanaghl}, the accused 
orpderod him- to kneel and struck him forty of fifty times with a. walking 
stick, FJ Kavanagh’,.has to be--carried- to the train by the two officers, 

.(Sx 19). - ‘ 

As to Bocc lf-icaiion 4 (Hanamori) : In or about -the latter part of 
1943 and the early part of 1944, at Kobe Base Camp, the. accused struck F.7 
Jennings .with, the butt of his rifle-several times for having in-his possession 
three tins of sardines and some sugar. ■ The accused- later beat Jennings for 
about ton minutes- with his closed fist'and-forced him to stand at attention 
for two hours with the sardines a.n'd sugar balanced on his head. (Ex 2, 6 ). 

' . , (p. 9 of, 23, Furuya et al, Case Mo. 352) 
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As to Specific ation 5 ( Hana nori).; At -Showa Denki, during 1944 
and 1945, the accused, on nan;- occasions,: lined up the light , sick party and 
beat everyone'.of - then vd.th his fists and a large stick resembling a. baseball 
bat. He beat prisoners indiscriminately and bn many occasions, (Ex 2) ' At 
Kobe Subj-Camp during the winter of 1943 and 1944, the accused struck a ? T " 
a heavy blow on the mouth because he had informed FT Hoblitt that he -?.s 
sick. ' (Sx 6 ) ’ At Kawasaki Base Camp in or about June or July 1945-, the .ac¬ 
cused .beat F T; Boys and about 30 other F''s. They were forced to bend .over 
in order'that they could be beaten on their backs with pick’ handles. (Ex 
14). . ' : 


In July 1945, the accused also beat an Australian P" r naexod 
Gardiner. (Ex 14) The accused was one of the most vicious guards in the 
camp and appeared to delight in getting an opportunity to beat any of the 
prisoners. lEx 13) At Kobo Paso Camp, P ;r Havanaghh visited F' Hale in 
the hospital and. Halo told; him tha t ho had been kicked by tho accused, and 
as a result of the kicking, he was in the hospital', for nine months. (The 
19) The ^accused, together.yrith several other Japanesc,*was responsible : r 
for severe beatings rndponeral brutal treatment of the F"'s. (Sx 24) At. 
Kobe Base Camp,, the accused, together r dth mother guard, beat F’ r '"ason. 

Two days previously, t' c. accused also beat FT Gardiner. (Ex'31) "At Kobe 
House and. Kawasaki Cr. p, the accused figured in many bashings and acts of 
brutality. (Far 12) /:t• Kobe Camp, the accused beat F” " r ouat because he • 

refused to work -in the ^raphite factory. The accused, on many occasions, 
bashed.P"Hs.' (Ex 36) At Kawasaki Camp, between 1942 and* 1945, the.accused 
knocked a Butch F" dorm several times and kicked him. (lx 37) At Fra a said. 
Camp, between 194-2 and 1944, the accused’s favorite method of assault was 
to knock F' r, s vith rifle butts, heavy timber or bayonet'and'then brutally 
kick them in the face, (lx 40, para. 15 ). 

Akir a. OTA'Tt * 

As to .Specification 1 (Otaki) : Sec Specifiertion 1 (.Furuya.). 

As to S-ecification 2 (otaki) : In or about tho month of Fry 
1944 at Showa Benki factory, near Kobe, Japan, tho accused beat several 
enlisted men who wore members of the light sick party because they wore 
not putting out the proper amount of work, (Ex 3). 

As to Specification 3 (Otaki) : Hot -...uilty.. 

* 

As t o S pecif ication 4 (Otaki) :- At about the middle of 1944 
at Showa Benki factor-”“near Kobo, Javan, the occusod slapped Lt. Col. 
Flinlnn and Lt. Fuller for not falling in formation soon enough after the 
noonday meal. (Ex 3). 

As to -Specifications 5, and 6 (Otaki) : Not guilty. 

As to Specification 7 (Otaki) :. At r, yo~o Fki and Showa. Dcnlci, 
tho .accused lined up the entire sick r.orkinr part and slapped the a vith his 
open-hand and hit them with his closed, fist.- On mary occasions, he went 
. throughtthe entire li'ht sick", party and beat every man. During the early 
summer of 1944, ho met the working.party as they came in from the job and 
if any loot was found on the prisoners, he ’*-ould beat them unmorcifullv. 

(Ex 13) - The accused figured in many bashings and acts of' brutality at Kobe ■ 
House and Fayasaki Camp. Some time between 1943 and 1945, the accused beat 
■ FT Boys and about thirty othep prisoners. (Ex. 14) The accused.* at Kawasaki 
Camp, took- part In ’tho beatings given'FT Kingsnorth and others. (Ex IS) At 
Kobe F’se Camp, some time between 3.943 and 1945, the accused, alpng with 
other Japanese, beat'F'f’s. .(Ex 20) At Tr obo: Bpse Camp, - between 1943 and 
1945, the accused severely beat FT Croft-for failure to salute... It ts 
the accused’s.habit to.jab anyone whose appearance.he did not like. (Ex 
23) The accused beat many prisoners. . (-Ex 31) Tho mice us cd, at Kobe House,- 
used to beat prisoners with his’rifle or fists and for any minor reason, 
kick them.. • 
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Takeo KAEALARU :- 

A s A° Specification 1 (Kanamaru) : See Specification 1 (Furuzm-). 

As To Specification 2 (Fana^r u^; - In the early part of 1944 , 
at Kobe-^aso Camp, the accused beat Lieutenant Fuller y£th his fists for 
having in his possession some pieces of cocoanut. Lieutenant Fuller v*ns 
then forced to stand in front of the guradhouse with the cocoanut balanced 
on the top of his head. (Ex 4, 6 ). 


4s to Specifi c ations 3 and 4 (Kana ma ru) : Not guilty. 

As to Specification 5 (Kanam aru ): In or about. June 1945, at 
Kawasaki P Camp, too eccusod beat P’I's Gardiner and Henning for boina in 
the vicinity of a warehouse which was raided. As a‘result of beating * 
Gardiner Was admitted to tho hospital where he remained for five da ~ r s (Ex 
14, 23). " V ‘ 


A s to Spe c ification 6 (Kanamaru): At Kobe Sa.se Camp and various 
other places in tho Kobe area, the accCiscd beat many prisoners.. At Kyoto , 

Eki, ho beat the loader of the working party as well as the cook and four 
cfilisted men because they could not tell him where -they had received some 
beans. At Showa Denki, he bea.t many light sick prisoners for not doin'? tho 
proper amount of work. At Shown Denki, in bay 1944, the eccusod beat three 
Australian P Ns at tho station platform for talking'about three civilian 
Japanese girls. (Ex 4) At Kobe Pa.se Camp,, the 'accused, on many occasions, 
struck P' T, s for-minor broaches of regulations.• He used his closed fists 
in such beatings. (Ex 6 ) The accused, at Kobe House a.nd Kawasaki Camp, 
figured in many bashings and acts of brutality while a guard at the camp,- 
(Ex 12) The accused, at Showa Denki Graphite Factory, beat F‘ r, s y/ho were • 
working at that factory. (Ex IS) The accused, in 1945 at EAitsui Warehouse, 
tied P" ’Anson to a tree and beat him about the buttocks for half an'hour. . 
(Ex 31) The'accused, at Kobe Ease Camp, ill-treated F' r, s by beating them 
v,dth a stock, kicking ~nd punching them;. (Etc 35) The accused beat prison¬ 
ers at the peanut factory. (Ex36). 


Ansa'.ji Y..K '0T0; 


ms to Specificati on 1 (Yamamoto) : See Specification 1 (Furuyn). 

A. s . bo Sw ecification 2 (Yamamot o); At “obo ^asu Camp, the 
accused boat many F' T, "s for minor infractions of prescribed rules of tho 
camp. He bea.t prisoners on Sunday inspections. (Ex 5, 6 ) The boatings 
consisted of heavy blows against the victim's head or face. (Ex 5, 6 ) 

The accused, at Kobe Ca~p, figured in man” bashings and a'cts of brutality. 

(Ex 12) The accused assisted in the bashing of Pg Kingaaprth and others, 

(Ex IS) A.t Kobo Ease Camp,- the accused beat many prisoners. (Ex 31) The 
accused beat prisoners at thp-^peanut factory. (Ex 36) .At Kobe Ease Camp, 
the accused beat prisoners for not counting off corrcctl-'" in Japanese and 
for mistakes made in drilling. (Ex 39). 


Su.ji YQE.ITSU.F E; 

As to Spec ifica t ions 1 and 2 (Y oritsune) : Not guilty. 


As to Specification 3 (Yoritsune) : At'Kobe Camp, the accused 
beat F’Ns. He boat them with-a large stick resembling a baseball ba.t 'and. • 
the butt of his rifle. Fe beat prisoners at both Fyogo Eki and Shown Denki, 
(Ex 5) -At Kobe Sub Camp, the accuse^, together-wi'th other-guards, nclminis- 
tefced a very great - number of* sovere beatings to P^'s. (Ex. 6 ) At Kobe Ease 
Camp and Kawasaki F“ Camp/ tho accused figured .in many bashings ~nd - cts of 
brutality. .At Kobe Ease Camp, the accused, be/.t- F’ T, s. (Ex 14) 
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b. For the Defense 




Defense introduced excerpts of the. record in the cc.se of 
United States of America; vs Kc.zuo Takenaka, Case'Docket No. 242. for the 
purpose of: • 

(1) - Attacking the credibility.of lit. Colonel. Fliniau,. affiant 
in the present case, by showing that It. Colonel Fliniau had, at different’ 
times, mc.de inconsistent statements concerning the same event. (1 31 ). 

( 2 ) Moving by the* statements' of Lt. Colonel Fliniau that 
F r .’Anson violated camp regulations 40 or 50 times and that such actions 
justified the beatings he received at the hands of the cccused Furu" r ? 

(Spec. 5 (Furuya), R 30). ‘ 

(3) Proving Joy the statement's of Lt.- Colonel Fliniau that 
he dio not romancer the incident .involving:members, of tjie concert partv 
wherein P T T Denton was beaten (Specification 3 ( F uruya))/and if such inci¬ 
dent had occurred, he -ould have known about it. (R 32). 

Proving that' Lt. Colonel Fliniau had made statements 
in the Takenaka. case as to who mistreated him which^ wore inconsistent with 
his statements' in the present case in support of Specification 4 (Otaki). 

(5) Proving by statements of Arthur D. Brown, Allan Raymond 
Inf-11, and• Arthur Stevens Jeynes that the accused, Kanamaru, Yoritsune, 

Otaki, and Aamamoto, treated F T, s reasonably and were inclined to "be fair, 
which statements, is accented by the commission, would bo contrarv to the 
alleged treatment- of P? T 's in the instant case. (R 39 , 40 ). 

( 6 ) Proving by prosecution Fxhibit 23 in the Takenaka case, 
which consists of throe affidavits of Lt. Fuller, that Lt. Fuller in said 
affidavits does not mention receiving any beatings from Furuya as stated 
in his affidavit (Bbc 32) in support of Specification 4 (Furuya),. (R 39 ). 

Jiro .'.JF.A'H, after being sworn,' testified that ho was a former 
Japanese soldier, and from 4 u ctober 1942 until 25 Aoril 1944 (R 43) served 
as a civilian in General Affairs at Kobe Base Camp. (R 45 ) His working day 
consisted of remaining within, the confines of the camp. -(R 45) He identi¬ 
fied the accused Yoritsune, Yamamoto, Kana.ma.ru, Otalci*, Hanamori and Furuya 
and stated that ho 'anew the x irst five while he was working a.t Kobe Rase 
Camp ( i 43, 44) and know Furuya the short time ho was at .Ama.gasa.ki Dispatch 
Camp around .April 1945* (3.44, 45). -Ho. saw the accused, with the ooccomtion 
of Furuya, daily durian- the time they were all on duty. (*i 45 ) )urin- the' 

19 months he served at Kobo Rase Camp and was in a. position to see the 
accused daily, he never saw Hanamori, Otaki, Kanamura., Yamamoto or Yoritsuno 
strike, beat or mistreat a.ny-^P ^ 1 s. ’”hilc serving a.t Amagasaki FT Ca-iP, he 
never saw Furuya strike, beat or mistreat-any F' T «s. (R 45) Generaliv, at 
Kobe Pase Camp, the Runzokus are the civilians attached to the Army and 
were all intimate and. liked by the FY’s- and they went about their daily work 
on friendly.terms. -At Kobe Branch Camp, there was no mistreatment of pris¬ 
oners and no incident to speak of during his period of service there, 'hiards 
were all highly regarded, however, Kanamura. vmsilked more than the rest. 

He knew of an incident "whore Kanamura made or caused to be made a pair of 
glasses for a F' r * (R 46) He performed office work in General Affairs a.t 
.Kobo Base-Camp and-handled matters concernin'"-clot' ing in the Administration 
•Section at Amagasaki Dispatch Camp. Ke was at Ama.gasa.ki Camp from 26 Kay 
1944 to June 1945. His duties at both comps required him to habitually re¬ 
main within the camp proper and if the accused had at any time mistreated 
prisoners outside of - the camp, he would not have seen it or known about it.. 

(R 46). ’ - 
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For the purpose of disproving and establishing an alibi as to 
the allegations contained in Specification 1 (Furuya) and Specification 1 
. (Otaki), def ense and prosecution stipulated-that if lieutenant Kazuo n 

Takenaka were called as a witness in this ease, he would testify that the 
accused Furuya was stationed at Kobe Camp on the evening of 5 June 1945 
the evening it was destroyed by bombing,, and remained there till 3th or* 

•9th June 1945J that the accused Otaki was stationed at Kobo Gamp from 5 
June 1945 to mid-afternoon of 5 June 1945. (R 43) For the purpose of 
clarifying the various names of the'camps used in this case and the rcriods 
during which such names applied, defense road into the record Exhibit 20 in 
Case Docket No. 242, dated 19 October 1946, United States of America:; vs 
Kazuo Takonaka/ which- consisted of a certificate of the record of the Japa¬ 
nese P" r Information Fureau. (R 49). 

Kazuichi Takeda, after being sworn, testified that ho was 41 
years old and a former member of the Japanese Imperial Army, serving from 
1937 to 1939. A 52) Ho served at Kobe C ? mp as a vunzeku in the capacity 
of a civilian attached to the Array from 15 December 1942 until the termina¬ 
tion of the war. ('.53) He identified the accused Yoritsunc, Yamamoto, 

Kanamori, Otaki and ’-’anamori by pointing then out in the court. and stated 
that he knew them for a period upward of two years .(r 52 , 53) and that they 
also worked as gunzokus at Kobe Camp* (R 53) Ho identified accused Furuya 
and stated that he was a sergeant major in the-Japanese Array. (R 53) He 
further started th-t after ho and the "caused escorted the prisoners from 
the camp site to the work site, they v.ould remain at the work site. (R 53) 

They would turn the prisoners over to the company guards at the work site 
and -their jurisdiction over the prisoners ceased"at 'that point. .. (R 54) He 
knew of an incident rhc.ro a company guard struck a P7, the incident caused 
by misunderstanding and difference in languages.. The accused Fanamori 
hoard about this and, in turn, heat the Japanese guard who had struck the 
F*\ (R 54) He did not know when Furuya arrived at Kobe C.^rap but did re¬ 
member Vjfeen, Kobe Cg.mp was destroyed b w bombing and after the bombing the 
prisoners were transferred to Kawasaki Camp. (R 54). 

For the purpose of establishing an alibi for the accused Furuya 
as pertains to the allegations in Specifications 1, 6 and 7 (Furuya), defense 
introduced as its Fmhibit A a certified copy of extracts pertainin'-, to the 
FT Information ^urcau, having to do with the record of Intendancy Sergeant 
major Furuya. The document shows that Intendance Sergeant I Tajor Tatsuiko 
Furuya served at Kobo n ranch Camp from 6 January 1945 to 15 August 1945. 

(R 56) For the purpose of establishing the character of the accused Furuya 
as an excellent citizen and as a religious man with kind and understanding 
traits, defense introduced into the record certain letters from Japanese 
citizens, addressed to General Douglas ’Aac.'.rthur, Supreme Commander for the 
.Allied Powers. §R 57, 58, 59, 60, 6 l).. 

Suji v 0EITST T NE, one of the accused, after being advised of his 
own rights as .a dtness, elbbUed to take the stand and testify under oath 
in his own behalf. .After bein'- duly sworn, he stated that he was 29 ' r ears 
old, married and the father of one child. Ho was a member of the Japanese 
Imperial Forces from 1 December 1939 until 27 April 1941. (R 62) IT c served 
as a gunzoku at Kobe Camp from Aoril 1943 until'the termination of the war.. 

(R 62) .At the time of his arrival at Kobe Ca.mp, Lieutenant ’ r orinoto was the 
camp commandant and was replaced by 1st lieutenant Takenaka around "arch 
1944. (R 62) lieutenant Takenaka •••served' at the camp until the termination 
on the war. ™hen he arrived-at Kobe Camp, there were about 600 FV s_ con¬ 
sistin'? of English,. -Australian and American prisoners. There were about 50 
Americans, 500 Australians, 200 English and "bout 50 Dutch,and diring the 
closing days of. the war there .were approximately .600 P" M s of all national¬ 
ities. (R 64 ) During the time he served as a gunzoku, there were approxi¬ 
mately 570 prisoners ~oing out to 19 different work sites. (E 64 ) Some of 

the work-sites wqrc close enourh for the prisoners to walk to ’ork and other 

f. • 
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work sites were of such distance that the prisoners were carried to and ir- 
from them on the electric train. (R 65) It was his job to escort and 
guard prisoners from the camp to the isrk site and in the evening a.t tire 
close of the day's work to escort them back" to camp, ’bile- carrying the 
prisoners back and forth to work, he carried a regulation Japanese rifle 
but did not carry a. feendp stick or shinai. Upon arriving at the work 
site, he would turn the custody of the prisoners over to the company 
guards-. As a rule he escorted approximately 80 men and the other guards 
received approximately the same amount of prisoners to watch over. (R 
65) -ill the - time that he was at Kobe Camp, he was a civilian and had no 
jurisdiction, authority or control over any military personnel, nor did 
he have anything to say about the determination of what PYUs would go to 
work; all that was decided by the General Affairs. (R 65) . During the 
period of time he served at Kobe, he carried on escort duty to all of the 
19 different work sites. (R 65) The prisoners' work consisted of loading 
and unloading freight cars, loading and unloading ships'and the transporta¬ 
tion of coal, coke and iron. '(R 65) As t o Specifieati®n 1 (Koritsune): 

He did not recall .Pvt. Norris, an American Pg, and stated"that irf Jun'e~1944 
he was at Uyogo Harbor. He never mistreated any FW's, whether they be 
American or not. (R 66) Ho recalled having some difficulty with an Allied 
PV in June 1944 durin^ one of the roll calls. The prisonerswas not at 
attention; he was at case. The accused called the prisoner twice and be¬ 
came to the position of attention and then the accused proceeded to take 
roll call. TJ e did not slap the prisoner but hit him on the buttock with' 
his open hand. He did not strike him with the butt of his rifle because 
at roll call he didn't carry any rifle. (R 66) As to Specificatio n 2 
(Yoritsune) : .He stated that Shown Denki factory wap the same as the Shown 
Denki Electrical factory and that it was located some distance from Kobe 
Camp. Tho F' n s vorkin" at that factory wore transported to and from the 
work site by electric train. Because of the' nature of their work at the 
factory, the prisoners became quite dirty and at the close of the work 
day were- allowed to take a bath before coming back to camp. (R 66) Ho 
recalled, in July 1944, having some difficulty with three Australian pris¬ 
oners about their taking a bath; concerning that incident he stated that 
after work everyone gathered at the resting place but the three Australian 
pg'-s were late in reporting from work. Mo told them to hurry *nd take a. 
bath and pulled their arms and pushed their shoulders. He did- this in 
order to make thorn hurry so that there would be no. delay at the street 
car- and in order to hurry hack to camp so that the prisoners could have a 
an hour'surest after returning to the camp. He didn't slap or boat those 
three Australian prisoners with his hands or any other object. . "’ith the 
exception of the prisoner he struck at roll call and the pushing of the 
throe Australians, he did not, at any time, ever strike, beat or mistreat 
any other P" T 's.- (-R 68)' He was known to the prisoners as "Sailer" and 
got along general!: ^ with all the prisoners. He didn't know of any reason 
why any of the. prisoners at Kobo should dislike him. 'fter the wa.r, when 
the prisoners were returning, they cave him cigarettes and chewing gum 
from the train window. He"was not born in the United Sates and instead 
of hating Americans, ho liked them. (P. 68) .On several occasions, he 
performed a. number of small kind acts for the prisoners. Sometimes when' 
the prisoners had been punished by other Japanese for small offenses, he, 
afterwards, helped the prisoners with kind actions. He did not remember 
helping two prisoners who were punished by other-Japanese shortly after 
Kobe House was destroyed by bombing. (R 68) He, at no time, saw Hied 
pg's beaten at Kobe or Kawasaki Camps. 

. Masaji YAHl'OTQ, one of the accused, after being advised of 
his rights as a witness, elected to testify, under oath, in his own behalf. 
He stated that ha was 28 years old *nd- served in the Imperial Japanese 
Forces from 10 January 1942 to 10 April .1943 and that while in said serv¬ 
ice he attained a rating of private lst-class. (R 71) Ho served as 
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gunzoku at Kobe and' Kawasaki Camps. He served from 24 August 1943 to 15 
October 1943 at .Kawasaki ..Branch Camp; from 15 Obtober 1943 to February 19 
1944 at Kobe Branch Camp; from February 1944 to May 1944 again at -Kawasaki 
Camp; and from May 1944 until the end of the war he was at Kobe Camp. (R 
72) T ' r hen he-was first on duty at Kawasaki Camp, he was a guard; when he 
transferred to Kobe Camp in October 1943, he was a guard and later helped • 
in General Affairs; when he went back to Kawasaki, he helped in Intendance 
where his duties were clerical in nature. (R 72) As to Specification 1 
( Yamamoto) : He did not recall H’Hs Stringer and Shirriff but did recall 
participating in the beating of two Australian F'Hs who- were suspected of 
having stolen some mess gear,' (R 73) He did not remember the prisoners' 
names but did know that they broke the regulations by stealing mess gear. 

He struck one of them 5 or 6 times but did not remember the prisoner by 
name. He made the prisoner raise his hand and struck him with his closed 
fist on the buttocks. 'None of the blows struck were sufficient to knock'the 
prisoner to the ground, nor did any of the blows cause blood to be drawn. 

To-his knowledge, the prisoners were not strung up to a tree offer they were 
beaten. He recalled that the beating took place around 6 June 1945. In any 
event, the beating was the next day after Kobe Ba.se had been destroyed .by an 
air raid. (R 74) As to Specification 2 (Yamamoto) : He stated that in addi¬ 
tion to the prisoner he struck on the buttocks $ or 6 times; he struck three 
other Pft's, In or about the month of Juno 1945, at ^obe Port, he slapped a 
prisoner once with his open hand on the check for swimming in the water dur¬ 
ing working hours. He did this because swimming during working h:>urs was a 
violation of one of the rules and regulations. The blow was not sufficiently 
hard to knock the prisoner to the'ground* (R 75) The next time he struck a 
prisoner, he didnit knot; the date, he remembered was at Kawasaki Camp. He 
struck the prisoner two blows in succession with his open fist for failing 
to call out his number at roll call. It was a violation of camp regulations 
not to sound off properly at roll call. The blow was not sufficient to 
knock the prisoner to the ground. (R 76) He struck one other F.'. r for steal¬ 
ing sugar but the blow' was not sufficient to drop him to the ground. The ' 
incidents enumerated above are the only ones wherein he'had mistreated'FT's. 

He attempted to do favors and acts of kindness for the prisoners and to make 
their lot a little more comfortable.; Tho prisoners gave him "presentos" in. 
the form of cigarettes, (R 77) He stated that relative to the punishment . 
of two'FI's for stealing mess gear and in which he took part in the punishment 
of one, Sgt Morita, Yamamoto, Hanamori and Sgt Major Furuya took part. (R 85) 
The aforementioned Japanese were the only ones present at the punishment of 
these two F !T, s. (R 88, 89) The boating administered to the two Australians 
did not least a day nor did it continue over a period of days. (R 89) He 
did not see accused Furuya strike the prisoners because Furuya arrived at 
the scene after he had left. (R 89) The beating'of the two prisoners oc¬ 
curred within tho former Kawasaki Camp. Hanamori, one of the accused, made 
one of the prisoners r-ise his hands above his head and struck him on the 
buttocks. He did not know how many times Hanamori struck him. Ho did. not 
notice any evidence of a severe beating on these prisoners at any time. 

(R 89) Recalling the incident wclipre he struck the PM over tho head with a: 
sack of. sugar, he stated that the sack of sugar -was approximately 8 inches, 
ip diameter and. about 3 inches in depth. ’ (R 90) He did not recall seeing 
Sgt Major Furuya boat any PM* s at Kobo or Kawasaki Camps. Pie did not recall 
Hanamori striking any FT in the Kobo or Ka.wasa.ki Camp except in the one 
incident that he had previously enumerated. He did hot recall the accused 
Otaki, Kanamaru or Yoritsune striking.any. FI's at Kobe or Kawasaki Camps. 

(R 89,' 90) He was with the- accused and saw them daily and if they had been 
in the habit of ill-treating prisoners, he would have known it,. (R 91) in 
regard to the three instances where he struck FT's, no other Japanese guards 
participated in the punishment. - (R 91) He did not see a F7 given the bamboo 
treatment. (R 91) I- T c stated that the distance between--the Kobe Camp, that 
is Kobe House, and Kawasaki Camp was approximately 5 kilometers. 


4, Opinion : - ' . . 

Six- accused were tried by a common trial on thirty specifications. 
r orty-one exhibits were introduced in the case and four witnesses testified. 
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Incidents in three prisoner of war ■ camps, involving one or more of the 
accused, are covered in the case. 


" , , The record in legally sufficient to support the findings' of the 

commission except as hereinafter indicated. The Commission was constituted 
by proper authority and. had jurisdiction over all the accused and of the 
offenses charged; There is no evidence that any of the accused wore not 
dane at the time of the commission of the alleged acts or at the time of 
the trial. The accused were given a fair trial, were ably defended, and 
cooperated in their own defense. Two of the accused took the witness 
-stand themselves after being warned of their rights. ■ 

The defense submitted (by way of special plea) a motion for 
severence on behalf of the accused Furuya. (R 3) All accused vjore charged 
with having committed offenses at Kobe Base Prisoner of ’Tar Camp, Kawasaki 
Prisoner of T ' r ar Camp, and in addition thereto the accused Hanamori, Otaki, 

Kanamaru, Yamamoto and Yoritsune were charged with offen^ps commitfed a.t; 

Shown Denki Factory and other places 'in the Kobe area. The Court eroperly 
overruled the. defense notion for a severance; Granting or denying a sever¬ 
ance is within the sound discretion of the Commission. There does not 
appear to be any abuse of this discretion on the part of this commission. 

Here the commission considered that the interest of each of the accused 
could be properly safeguarded and a fair and impartial trial-assured all 
without a severance. The rights of the accused were not prejudiced by 
denying a severance. 

The defense moved in the alternative to strike the omnibus speci¬ 
fications as to each accused or for bill of particulars. The Court properly 
overruled the defense's motion to strike the omnibus specifications. The 
validity of omnibus specifications has been repeatedly sustained' by the 
reviewing authorities in war crime trials. (See Case 150, Tsuda; UhS. vs 
Ogiraoto, dated 6 November 1947). 

The Court, in denying the motion of the defense for bill of particu¬ 
lar^, stated: 

"If anything further in the way of a surprise develops in the 
presentation of the prosecution's case, which is not covered by the 
specifications and. charges already submitted or which is not covered 
by the affidavits which have been furnished to the defense, particularly 
affidavits furnished to the defense with which they have not yet had the 
opportunity to familiarize themselves, commission vdll then obtain a 
motion to amend or ..strike the affected specifications," 

The record.does not reveal that the defense made any further request on this 
point. Therefore, it is not considered that the rights of the accused were 
prejudiced by the ruling of the Court. 

As to Specifications Two and Seven (Otaki), the defense moved to 
strike Specification two or merge it with Specification Seven. (ft 5, 6) 

It is considered that the Court erred in its failure to sustain the motion 
of the defense for the reason-that the offenses alleged in Specification 
Two are contained in Specification Seven and the evidence to support the 
findings alleged in Specification Two would necessarily also support the 
offenses alleged in SpecificationoSevcn. The offenses alleged in Specifi¬ 
cation two are necessarily included in the offenses alleged in Specification 
Seven, and to that'extent the pleadings'are duplicitious. Therefore, the 
finding of guilty as to Specification tyro (Otaki) should not be sustained. 

At 1 the conclusion'of the direct testimony and before the cross- 
examination of the accused, Yamamoto, the prosecution asked the Court to 
rule on the following question: "Is it correct-for the prosecution to 
cross-examine an accused, giving evidence in a common trial. In such a 
manner as 'to.force him possibly to incriminate his fellow accused?", (ft 73) 

r • -> \ - - * / « •• 
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qtiejtion was wgiioci by both the prosecution and defense.. • (R 78, . 

79, 30, 31, 82) At the conclusion of said argument, the. law member ruled ' 
such questioning to be proper, (R 83) As r result of the questions asked 
on cross-examination, pursuant'to such ruling (R 84, 8&), the answer to 
such question (it 89 j find further questions risked'the v/itness nc^ihers 
of the commission (R 89, 90, 91),.the defense moved: v 

(1) Requested leave to withdraw the witness from the witness, 
stand and strike all his previous testimony from the record. ■(R 83). 

(2) Objected to a question asked accused, the answer to which 

might incriminate his co-accused, (R 85). . ' 

. 0) To strike the answer of the witness from the record. (R 

85). 

. • t r 

■ ■ (4) For a mas-trial on .behalf of the other accused. (R 86. 

92).- ■ ■-* * 


The Court properly over-ruled all of said motions. 

(• 

As tq defense 's motion to withdraw the witness from the witness 
stand and strike all his previous testimony, lot it be assumed, for the 
moment-, that the fuling of the law member on the point-was correct. There 
is.nothing in the record to indicate that the other accused in this common 
trial could ha.ve boon prejudiced by such a. ruling because no Question had, 
as yet. Been asked on cross-examination. The defense was merely pro- 
supposing and anticipating that damaging questions affecting the other 
accused would be asked the witness. The fact that a ruling of a law member 
onaa point of law mi"ht prejudice the rights of other accused.later in the 
trial is not grounds for a request to remove a witness from the stand*in 
order to avoid cross-examination on his direct testimony, even though, on . 
cross-exaMnation, his answers to such question may affect the rights of 
other co-accused. Certainly the rights of the witness vrould not be pre¬ 
judiced, by cross-examination on his direct testimony, 4 party has tho ' 
right to cross-exam.no a witness who has testified for the adverse part , '‘, 
and this right is absolute and not a more privilege. (70 CJ 6ll, Sec 779 
b (1) par 1) In a. criminal ca.sc, the accused has a right to cross-examine 
witnesses for the prosecution and the State has an equal right to cross- 
exaMnation. (70 CJ 613, Sec 779 b (1) par 2) If tho ruling of the law 
member was contrary to the defense's interpretation of the law and he was 
surprised by such ruling, that .is the risk he assumed when he allowed the 
accused to take the stand. Had the defense been Msled by previous ruling 
of tho lav; member as to the scope of the cross-examination permitted when 
one of the accused tabes the stand, there may have boon some merit to the 
objection. The record does not reveal that the question had previously 
been raised. Therefore, the defense was. not misled when ho put the accused 
on the stand. ' 

The Court properly over-ruled the objection of the defense to 
questions to be asked witness, the answer to-which night incriminate Ms 
co-accused." It is claimed, in support of .the objection, that the question 
is improper cross-examination in that the answer called for is irrelevant, 
having nothing to do with the case of U.S. vs Yamamoto- and is violating 
the rights of the other five accused. The accused elected to take the stand 
and testify under oath. In his direct examination, he testified that he 
knew of the. incident in which two Australian PMs were beaten and that he 
participated in tho beating -and struck one of them five or six tines. (R 
73) The questions asked by the prosecution as to others who participated 
with him is certainly within the scope of direct -examination as it pertains... 
to the same subject and,, in'view? of the accused's direct testimony, pre¬ 
supposes. that others participated with him. It is therefore relevant. It 
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hns probative value’in giving to the commission'the full f acts concerning 
the incident which the ..accused, ’with others, was charged with committing.- 
There is no merit to the objection that the answers tb the"questions asked 
one of the ncbused on the stand by the prosecution on cross-examination' 
might incriminate the other accused, and therefore violate their ri'vhts, 
as conusel must anticipate that such might very likely be the case,'apd he 
always take's that risk when ho puts any of the accused on the stand to 
testify, ' ". .. r 

_ ' s "to the motion.of the .defense «to strike .from thompecord the answer 
of the witness Tamanoto (R 35), the .Court properly over-ruled said motion. 

It is claimed., in support, of the motion to strike, that the answer of the 
witness -ms incompetent, immaterial and irrelevant, and fell outside the a 
scope of the issue of this case, outside the scope of direct examination 
and in violation of the rights of the other accused. As has been discussed, 
the answer is clearly within the scope of the direct examination and is 
material and competent in this case. It. is within the scope of the issues 
of this case because -Specification 1 (Yamamoto) alleges'♦that he, together 
with others, participated in this incident. In his direct testimony, ho 
admitted his . part in the incident and who, better than he, is in a posi¬ 
tion to state-the names of-‘others, who. participated with him. 

As to the defense's, motions for,a,mistrial (R 36, .92), the Court 
properly over-ruled said motions. It is claimed, in support of the notion 
for mistrial, as to the accused,. ? r ori-tsuno, Otaki, Ranmori, and Furuya, 
that the ruling of ■ the law. member-. (R 83) has had the effect' that the Japa¬ 
nese lawyer Sasaki, who is defending all,six.accused, will not allow the 
other accused, to take the stand;, that in any. common trial the accused are 
supposed to have a separate trial and be charged with-.their own overt acts; 
that the Japanese larger cannot determine or. toll- which accused to put on 
the-stand and which to keep, off, and,' therefore, the accused will, not bo' 
able to take the stand, in their own behalf; that the additional questions 
by the commission make it such that the other accused are in no position 
to take the witness stand in their own defense; that such questioning would 
soon develop into .a race botween one accused against the other, egch being 
afraid to testify because he will not know what his co-accused will testify 
to when he gets on - the stand. The effect will be merely to jockey one 
accused against the other-; that this cannot help but be ta ntamount to a 
form of duress, at least in the minds of these accused; that in order to 
clear, up anything brought out bn such improper questions, the defonpo will 
be required to cross-examine his own witnesses; that, as a r esult of the 
accused not .being able to -take the stand in their own behalf, they will not 
receive a fair trial, as set out by theoSupromc 'Commander. Each of the 
accused, except v o.ritsune ; ,. is charged separately; that he, together with 
others, participated in the beating of 2 Australian F' T »s by the names of 
Stringer and Shirriff, i^For convenience, they arc being tried in a comfflon*\ 
trial, Such procedure does not entitle them, to any more rights .or privi- \ 
leges than if they had been tried separately. Had they been tried separately'-, 
and had tho accused Yamamoto, or any of the other accused, elected to take \ 
the stand in their own behalf and had, during the course of' their dir.ect or 
cross-examination, given testimony involving .other accused charged with the 
same act, the court could have taken judical notice of their- testiuony, 

(Par 5d (2) SCAP-Rules), Furthermore, had they been tried separately, 
anyone of the accused could have been called as a witness in the trial 
Against any of the others and could have been f orced to give, testimony in 
so far as such testimony did-not incriminate himself. The privilege against 
self-incrimination is a personal one. 'mother accused is in a position to 
object to-tho consideration of the, testimony given by a. co-accused; eve 


though such, testimony is offered against him. 
dated 2 July 48)^ . 



(See Case 149, p 11, Mamba, 


Other than the statement of• the defense counsel, the record does 
not reflect,'that there is .any animosity between the accused,.-.or that their 
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defenses are mutually riitagoriistic^^^This is not a case of command respon- 
sibility where ’one is trying to escape punishment for his acts by placing 
the responsibility on some other accused, but is a case where each" accused 
is charged with participating in the incident individually. Each.accused 
could take the stand if he so. desired and offer any defense that he might 
have by way of a general denial, alibi, self defense etc* even though he was 
forced to give evidence against his co-accused who participated with him. 

The right of counsel to determine which accused he shallbput on the stand 
and which he shall keep off is a question which he and the particular ac¬ 
cused counsel should determine. His statement .that ho will not allow any 
of them to testify certainly does not warrant a conclusion that they have 
been denied a fair trial. The defense counsel motions for a. mistrial seem 
based on his'own conclusions and not upon facts as reflected by. the record, 

5. Recommendations ; 

The most serious offense with which five of the accused are chargod 
is the incident involving the beating of PW's Stringer and Shirriff. fat¬ 
nesses testimony is at variance as to the brutality involved in this inci¬ 
dent and as to the extent and participation of the accused, other than Furuya. 

Host of the vd-tnesses testified that the accused^ other than Furuya, "merely 
pa.rticipa.ted". The Camp Commander, Lt, .Takenaka, has been tried for his 
treatment of P T, Ps and included among the specifications against him is his 
participation in the Stringer-Shirriff beating. He was .tried on some 25 or 
30 Specifications and received a. sentence of four (/*) years. In commenting 
on the sentence of Lt. Takenaka, the Army Judge Advocate, 8th Army, states as 
follows: "It is unconsciona.ble to hold the little fellow to the requirements 
of justice and not apply the same standards to a brutal commander whose 
pa.ttern they follow." (See review' of U.S. vs Takenaka, Ca.se Docket No. 242). 

The accused in this case are truly the "little fellows" and by wa.y of further 
mitigation, it is undisputed that most of the punishment meted out to the F!T*s 
by them was for the violation of prison regulations. It is recommended that 
their sentences bo reduced as hereinafter indicated: 

FURUYA : 

(a) Findings : The findings of guilty of all specifications 
and the charges should be approved. 

(b) Clemency: Petitions for clemency wero’introduced in 
the record by the defense and were considered, by the reviewer. 

(c) Sentence ! The beatings and other abuses inflicted by 
the accused on his helpless prisoners reveal his brutal na.turo. For the 
offenses for which he is to bo sentenced, justice demands that he be severely 
punished. 

The Commission imposed a sentence of confinement at hard labor for 
twenty (20) 3 r ears. It is believed that a sentence of ten. (10) years is 
adequate and it is recommended that oply so much of the sentence be approved. 

In accordance with the established policy,- owing to the length of time the 
accused has been in confinement prior to the date of sentence, it is further 
recommended that 3 h months of the sentente be remitted. 

KAN/LORI : 

(a.) Findings : .The findings - of guilty of all specifications 
and the charge should bo approved. 

(b) Clemency :« No petitions 'for clemency were filed. 

(c) .Sentence : The accus.ed had a . general reputation among 
the P v '’s for -cruelty, Npne of the accused in this case indicated that he 
ever rendered any kind treatment to a P7, Justice- demands that ho be 
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punished but the gravity of his offenses does not warrant the sentence of 
twelve yenfs imposed by-the Commission. 

It is believed that a sentence of six (6) years' is adequate, and 
it is recommended that so much of the sentence be approved. In accordance 
with the established policy, owing to the length of time the accused, has 
been in confinement prior to'the date of sentence, it is further recommended 
that 3 h months of the sentence be remitted. 

OTA.KI: 

(a) Findings ; The findings of guilty of all specifications 
and the charges should be approved, except the finding of guilty of Specifi¬ 
cation 2, which should bo. disapproved. 

(b) Clemency : ;Mo petitions for clemency were filed. 

(e) Sentence : The extent of the accusedUs participation in 
the Stringet* and Shirr iff incident is' very indefinite. Most of the witnesses 
merely testified that he "participated".- His participation has been estab¬ 
lished beyond a reasonable doubt. The evidence does not show that he was 
inherently brutal by nature. -Many of the witnesses testified, both in this 
case and in the Takenaka case, that his treatment of F lT, s was very reasonable; 
one witness stated this accused marched tb work with the PflMs and that he 
had never seen him mistreat P'/'s'during his internment. The Commission im¬ 
posed a sentence of confinement at hard labor for five (5; years. It is 
believed that a sentence of tv/6 and one-half (2^) years is adequate and it 
is recommended that only so-much, of the sentence be approved. In accordance 
with the established policy, owing to the length of time the accused has been 
in confinement prior to the date of sentence, 3.1 months of the sentence be 
rcimitted. 

KAN.3 7.RU : ■ 

(a) Findings : The findings of -guilty of all specifications 

of which the Commission found him guilty should be approved. 

, , (b) Clem ency : No petitions for clemency wore filed. 

(e) Sentence : The extent of the participation-of the accused 
in the Stringer-Shirriff incident is .indefinite but his participation has been 
established beyond -a reasonable doubt. 'Fitnesses testified that ho merely 
"participated". The testimony does' not establish the fact that he wa.s of a. 
mean or brutal disposition. Some witnesses testified as to his reasonable 
treatment of F |,T, s and his inclination to be fair'to'FT's. The Commission 
imposed a sentence of confinement at hard labor for-soVen (7) years. It is 
believed that a sentence of three and one-half (3.’.) years is adequate, and 
it is recommended that only so much of the sentence be approved. In accord¬ 
ance mth the established policy, owing to the length of time the accused 
.has-been ip confinement'^rior to the date of sentence, it is recommended 
that 3g months of the sentence be remitted. 

Y/J.FMOTO : 

(a) ' Findings : The findings of guilty should be approved. 

(b) Clemency : No petition for clemency was filed, 

(c) Sentence? ' The extent of accused's participation in the 
Stringer and Shirriff incident is indefinite as is h-is participation in 
other incidents but his participation' has been established beyond a ree.son- 

. able doubt. This accused y/as one of the better-liked guards and there is 
nothing in the record bo : indicate a continued pattern of ill-treatment to¬ 
wards P’g's. .Commission imposed'a sentence of confinement at hard labor for 
four (4) years. It is believed that a; sentence of two (2) years is adequate 
and it is recommended that so much of the sentence be approved. In accordance 
with the established policy, owing to the length of time the accused has 
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been in-confinement prior to the date of sentence, it is recommended that 
3^ months of the sentence be remitted. 

Y0RIT5UNE : ' . 

(a) Findings : ' The finding of guilty of the Specification. 
should.be approved. 

(b) Clomency : • No petitions for clemency .were filed. 

,(c) Sentence : Of all the accused, Yoritsune seems loss . 
tainted with guilt, The extent of his participation in the ill-treatment 
of FW»s is very indefinite. Even hi's action in the Stringer-Shirriff 
incident, where he released them, from the' tree and performed acts of kind¬ 
ness, toward them, would indicate that his general reputation for consider¬ 
ation, and fairness was far beyond that of the others. However his partici¬ 
pation, has been established beyond a. reasonable, doubt. The Commission im¬ 
posed a sentence of confinement at hard labor for'two and one-half (2-) 
years* It is believed, that a. sentence of one (l) year is adequate and it 
is recommended that so much of the sentence be approved. In accordance 
with the established policy, owing to the length of'-.time the accused has 
been in confinement prior to the date of sentence, it is recommended that 
3 ^ months of the sentence be remitted. ’ 

; ' G> - - » 

6 . Action : ■ • 

Forms of Action designed to carry the above recommendations into 
effect arc hereto' attached. 


WALTER P. RITCHIE 
Lt Col JAGD 
Reviewer 


t ... 

I concur in general with the remarks in the foregoing review. 
It is not considered, however* that the low sentence In another 
case against the camp commander is justification for reducing the 
sentences in the case at bar uhdef the circumstances here in¬ 
volved. The sentence against the camp commander was grossly 
inadequate and so marked in the review of the undersigned. Mis¬ 
carriage of justice in one case does not justify mitigation in 
another one involving similar offenses* If that-were fair or 
logical, an erroneous acquittal in any case would mean that all 
of those who were guilty of similar crimes should be freed. No 
judicial reasoning has evjpr supported this view... It is also to 
be noted that the sentence of the ranking non-commissioned officer 
in the camp (Case 134) of 13 years confinement a.t hard labor was 
approved by .the reviewing authority after he had passed upon the 
sentence of_the camp commander (Case 242). Case 134 involved 
five instances of mistreatments of named-persons and over 20 of 
unnamed ones. The offenses were mitigated by instances of unusual 
kindnesses, shown. ' 
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Additional comments as to the individual accused follow: 

FURUYA -. The sentence of 20 years for proper conviction of 
mistreatments of 13 named persons and over 30 others, including 
kickings, participating in hanging up three pers'qns by the arms, 
two broken arms, one varicocele, one torn ear, is considered to 
be inadequate by comparison with sentences of other commissions 
for similar offenses. Approval is recommended in order that the 
accused may not escape punishment altogether. Nevertheless, pre¬ 
trial confinement is in no way to be considered as confinement 
served in expiation for offenses of.which an accused is later 
convicted.- Therefore a reviewing authority should consider such 
restraint entirely separately from that■ad judged by a -commission. 

The blackest rogue is entitled to an early trial under the 
enlightened rules' of civilized nations. When trials are post¬ 
poned, as this one was, because of the great number of those 
awaiting justice, fair allowances should be made■for undue pre¬ 
trial confinement regardless of,the inadequacy of* a sentence. 

This is all the more true since commissions, are instructed that 
pre-trial confinement is not to be considered in adjudging sen¬ 
tences . ' 

HANAMORI ♦ This accused was properly convicted of mistreat¬ 
ments involving 10 named persons and many unnamed ones. The 
offenses included beating sick- persons, participating in hanging 
two by the arms, knocking some unconscious, kicking in the face, 
splitting one's face open with a rifle butt. It is the view of 
the‘undersigned that the sentence of 12 years was lenient. 

OTAKI . The proof intended to apply to Specification 2 
duplicates that of Specification 7 although the pleading does 
not. The finding of guilty of Specification 2, therefore, should 
be disapproved. The allegations of the three other specifications 
of which the accused was convicted were established by the evi¬ 
dence. Six named victims were involved and several unnamed ones. 

The mistreatments included participating in hanging two up by the 
arms and a number of severe beatings. The beatings bespeak 
brutality and a sentence of five years is considered lenient. , 

KANAflARU . This accused was lav/fully convicted of mistreat¬ 
ments pleaded in four specifications and involving six named 
victims together with many unnamed ones. Offenses involved 
participation in suspending two prisoners by the arms, beating 
and kicking sick prisoners, and other mistreatments. Evidence of 
commission of so many crimes indicates a brutal streak in the 
nature of this man and the offenses justify the seven year sen¬ 
tence-. ' , ' 

YAMAMOTO . Ther'e^were two specifications which were properly 
proved against this accused, involving threo named victims and 
many unnamed ones. They included participation in suspending two 
prisoners by the arms and various beatings. A heavier sentence 
than the four years adjudged would have been justified under the 
evidence. 

YORITSTJITE . This accused was convicted under one, specifica¬ 
tion of severe beatings, with club and rifle butt of many unnamed 
persons. In mitigation, it is noted that he released the' two 
• prisoners who. had been suspended by their arms and gave evidence 
of a good reputation.;. . .It is patent that the commission took 
these matters Into consideration in adjudging the light sentence 
of 2 l/2 years‘against him. The sentence itself is well justified 
and should be approved.' ' . - 
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Summarizing,, it- is recommended that Specification 2, Otaki 
be disapproved; it is further recommended that the- sentences as* 
to each of the.accused be approved with allowances for unavoidable 
pre-trial confinement. Alternate proposed actions to implement 
these recommendations are attached. 


ALLAN R. BROWNE 
Lt Col. JAGOD • 
Army Judge Advocate 
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